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1. Our Concern. Free the day of President Kennedy’s assassination on 
there has been speculation about the responsibility for his murder. Although 
this was stemmed for a tine by the Warren Commission report (which appeared at 
the end of September 196M, various writers have nou had time to scan the 
Commission’s published report and documents for new pretexts for questioning, 
and there has been a new wave of books and articles criticizing the Corzzission* s 
fir.umgs . In most cases the critics have speculated as to the existence of ^ome 
kind of conspiracy, and often they have implied that the Commission itself vas 
involved. Presumably as a result of the increasing challenge to the Warren 
Commission’s Report, a public opinion poll recently indicated that 16* of the 
^ vEti ~ 311 did not think that Oswald acted alone, while more than half of 

those polled thought that the Commission had left some Questions unresolved. 
Doubtless polls abroad would show similar, or possibly more adverse, results. 



2. This trend of opinion is a matter of concern to the U.S. government, 
including our organization. The members of the Warren Commission were naturally 
chosen for their integrity, experience, and prominence. They represented both 
major parties, and they and their staff were deliberately drawn from all sections 
of the country. Just because of the standing of the Commissioners, efforts to 
impugn tneir rectitude and wisdom tend to cast doubt-ori the whole leadership of 
American society. Moreover, there seems to be an increasing tendency to hint 
that President Johnson himself, as the one person who might be said t.o hfive 
benefited, was in some way responsible for the assassination. Innuendo ‘of 
such seriousness affects not only the individual concerned, but also the whole 
reputation of the American government. Our organization itself is directly 
involved: among other facts, we contributed information to the investigation. 

Conspiracy theories have frequently thrown suspicion on our organization, for 
example by falsely alleging that Lee Harvey Oswald worked for us. The aim of 
this dispatch is to provide material for countering and discrediting the claims 
of the conspiracy theorists, so as to inhibit the circulation of 3 uch claims in 
other countries. Background information is supplied in a classified section and 
in a number of unclassified attachments. 



3. Action. We do not recommend that discussion of the assassination ques- 
tion be initiated where it is net already taking place. Where discussion is 
•bu : tLi yp , .hnwe.imr addressees are requested: ' 
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. iO e-ploy fnpijuu assets so answer and refute the attacks of the 
!•;. = H iVlt ‘"\ ar ' d . f9s V Jre articl ° 5 particularly appropriate for 

us"‘-'ul back-^oJid' "f elSS , 31 5” a attachaents to this Guidance should provide 
uilii l? passage to assets. Our play should point out. 

!-..-wlnrZ W 1 '- th ?h, f r 1CS ar ; (l) weddea to theories adopted before the 
h»-“" and in l °' t. ca “ ly inte ^ested, (iii) financially interested, (iv) 

- Ta r"* ir res?;lrch - or (v) infatuated with their own theories 

atr , t * of d.sci„ lC r.s of tne whole phenomenon of criticism, a useful 

netcW r/Jl artiil 5 Tt E?stein ' s theor ^' for a «ack, using the attached 
rln~<rf.-v ^ 1 ^ f 1 Spectator piece for background. (Although Mark 

. ?* nU:il U ' S5 caevincin* than Epstein'.-; and comes off badly l-here 

as^uhole J , - novl “^!Sabl« critics, it ia also much more difficult to" answer 
as a whole, «s one becomes lost in a morass of unrelated details.) 

5l ?? - rivat 1 or =- dia discussion not directed at any oarticular vr't-r o- 
| sho^d a be ^femt r " S ^ ’° e ySt f0rthC0nin *’ the" following arguments" 

a ' -■ l ° sl Snificar.t new evidence has emerged which the Commission did not 
consider. The assassination is sometimes compared (e.g. , by Joachim Joesten 
and Bertrand Russell) with the Dreyfus case; however, unlike that case, the 

a. ac..s on the ./arrea Cocnission have produced no new evidence, no new culc-tts 
have been convincingly identified, and there is no agreement among the critics. 

,n\\ T paralle1 ' th °ugh en imperfect one, might be with the Reichstag fire 
°f 1933, which Borne competent historians (Fritz Tobias, A.J.P. Taylor. D.C. Watt) 
now believe was set by Van der Lubbe on his own initiative, without acting for 
either Nazis or Communists; the Nazis tried to pin the blame on the Comments 
but the latter have been much more successful in convincing the world that the* 
hazis were to blame.) 

b. Critics usually overvalue particular items ar.d ignore others. They tend 
to place more emphasis on the recoUections of individual eyewitnesses (which 
are less reliable and more divergent — and hence offer more hand-holds for 
criticism) und less on ballistic, autopsy, and photographic evidence. A close 
examination of the Commission's records will usually show that the conflicting 
eyewitness accounts are quoted out of context, or were discarded by the Commis- 
sion for good and sufficient reason. 

c. Conspiracy on the large scale often suggested would be impossible to con- 
ceal in the United States, esp. since informants could expect to receive large 
royalties, etc. Mote that Robert Kennedy, Attorney General at the time and 
John F. Kennedy's brother, would be the last man to overlook or conceal any 
conspiracy. And as one reviewer pointed out. Congressman Gerald R. Ford would 
hardly have held his tongue for the sake of the Democratic administration a nh 
Senator Russell would have had every political interest in exposing any misdeeds 
on the part of Chief Justice Warren. A conspirator moreover would hardly choose 
a location for a shooting where so much depended on conditions beyond his con- 
trol: the route, the speed of the cars, the moving target, the risk that the 
assassin would be discovered. A group of wealthy conspirators could have 
arranged much more secure conditions. 

d. Critics have often been enticed by a form of intellectual pride: they 

light on some theory end fall in love with it; they also scoff at the Commis- 
sion because it did not always answer every question with a flat decision one 
way or the other. Actually, the make-up of the Commission and its staff was 
an excellent safeguard -against over-commitment to any one theory, or against 
the illicit t>^sfor=ation of probabilities iato j^^ainties , 
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the Assassination of President Kennedy 
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i. (Except where otherwise indicated, the factual data given in '• 
paragraphs 1-9 is unclassified.) Sone of the authors of recent books on 
.he assassination cf President Kennedy (e.g., Joachin Joesten , Oswald: ' 

TT *”".'' 1 ? r ^~~. C "~ V i :!ar,: Ltne > Rush to Judaent ; Leo Sauvage, The Oswald 
g rf 11 i — -^a=i~-aticn of th e Contradictions and Omissions of The 
E^ED i..vj ohblleiv asserted that a conspiracy existed 
ujsai.ji.jn ii msr.ed its investigation. hot surprisingly, they iecediatelv- 
bestirred themselves to show that they were right and that the Commission 
was wrong. Thanks to the mountain of material published by the Commission 
u°!? e ,°I , U '? afllctin * or oisle adinR when read out of context, they have 
~ ad , 1 u'. r ‘ iC ? ifflcuU 7 in uncovering items to substantiate their ovn theories 
iney .a/e also in some cases obtained new and divergent testimony from wit- 
nesses. And they have usually failed to discuss the refutations of their 
early claims in the Commission's Report, Appendix XII ("Speculations and 
iunors ). This Appendix is still a good place to look for material counter- 
ing uhe theorists. 



2. Gome writers appear to have been predisposed to criticism by ml - \ 
gmencan, far-left , or Communist sympathies . The British "Who Killed * 

Kennedy Committee" includes some of the most persistent and vocal English 
critics of the United States, e.g., Michael Foot, Kingsley Martin, Kenneth 
Tynan, and Bertrand Russell. Joachim Joesten has been publicly revealed 
83 a onetime member of the German Conuniuiiot Farty (KPD); a Gestapo document 
or 8 November 1937 among the Cenaan Foreign Ministry files Elcrottlned in 
England and now returned to West German custody shows that his party book 
vas numbered 532315 and dated 12 May 1932. (The originals of these files 
are now available at the West German Foreign Ministry in Bonn; the copy in 
the U.S. National Archives may be found under the reference T-120, Serial 
1*918, frames K256482-4. The British Public Records Office should also have 
a copy.) Joesten' s American publisher, Carl Marzoni , was once sentenced to 
Jail by a federal Jury for concealing his Communist Party (CPUSA) membership 
io order to hold a government Job. Available information indicates that 
Mar* Lane was elected Vice Chairman of the New York Council to Abolish the 
House Un-American Activities Committee on 28 May 1963; he also attended the 
8th Congress of the International Association of Democratic Lawyers (an inter- 
national Communist front organization) in Budapest from 31 March to 5 April 
1964, where he expounded his (pre-Report) views on the Kennedy assassination. 
In his acknowledgments in his book, Lane expresses special thanks to Ralph 
pchoenman of London "who participated in and supported the work"; Schoenaan 
is of course the expatriate American who has been influencing the aged 
Bertrand Russell in recent years. (See also para. 10 below on Communist 
efforts to replay speculation on the assassination.) 



3. Another factor has been the financial reward obtainable for sen- 
sational books. Mark Lane's Rush to Judgment , published on 13 August 1966, 
had sold 85,000 copies by early November and the publishers had printed 
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. 1*0, OOO copies by that date, in anticipation of sales to come. The 

1 January 19o7 lie - .: YcrV. Tire 3 Book Revi?-.: reported the book as at the 
top cf the General category of the ber.t seller list, having been in top 
position for seven veeks ar.d on the list for 17 weeks. Lane has re- 
portedly appeared on about 175 television and radio programs , and has 
also gi vnn numerous public lectures, all of which serves for advertise- 
ment. lie has also put together a TV film, end is peddling it to European 
telecasters; the BBC has purchased rights for a record $15,000. While 
neither Abraham Zapruder nor William Manchester should be classed with 
the cri 1 ". idj of the Commission we are discussing here, sums paid for the 
Zap rude r film of the assassination ($25,000) and fer r.agatir.e rights to 
Manchester's Death of a President (3669,000) indicate the money available 
for material related to the assassination. Some newspapermen (e.g.. Sylvan 
Fox , The Unanswered Questions About President Kennedy's Assassinatio n: Leo 
Sauvasce , Thj Oswald Affair ) have published accounts cashing in on their 
Journalistic expertise. 

Aside from political and financial motives, some people have ap- 
parently published accounts sii.rjly bt:nuse they were burning to r,ive the 
world their theory . e.g., Harold Weisberg, in his Whitewash II , Penn Jones,' 
Jr., in Ko rr.ive My Grief , and George C. Thomson in The Quest for Truth . 
Weisberg's book was first published privately, though it is now finally 
attaining the dignity of commercial publication. Jones' volume was pub- 
lished by the small-tovn Texas newspaper of which he is the editor, and 
Thomson's booklet by his own engineering firm. The impact of these books 
, will probably be relatively slight, since their writers will appear to 

\ readers to be hysterical or paranoid. 

, 5. A common technique among many of the writers is to raise as many 

questions aj possible , while not bothering to work out all the consequences. 
Herbert Mitgang has written a parody of this approach (his questions actually 
refer to Lincoln 1 s assassination) in "A New Inquiry is Heeded," New York 
Times Magazine , 25 December 1966. Mark Lane in particular (who represents 
himself as Oswald's lawyer) adopts the classic defense attorney’s approach 
of throwing in unrelated details so as to create in the Jury's mind a sum 
of "reasonable doubt." His tendency to wander off into minor details led 
one observer to comment that whereas a good trial lawyer should have a sure 
instinct for the Jugular vein. Lane’s instinct was for the capillaries. His 
tactics and also his nerve were typified on the occasion when, after getting 
the Commission to pay his travel expenses back from England, he recounted tc 
that body a sensational (and incredible) story of a Ruby plot, while refus- 
ing to name his source. Chief Justice Warren told Lane, "We have every 
reason to doubt the truthfulness of what you have heretofore told us" — by 
the standards of legal etiquette, a very stiff rebuke for an attorney. 

6. It should be recognized, however, that another kind of criticism 
has recently emerged, represented by Edward Jny Epstein’s Inquest . Epstein 
adopts a scholarly tone, and to the casual reader, he presents what appears 
to be a more coherent, reasoned case than the writers described above. 



(Survey Cont . ) 



2 






’Erstein has caused people like Richard Rovere and Lord Devlin , previously 
lacker3 of the Corjr.issicn ' s Report, to change their ninds. The Lew 'ior L_ 

^ir.es' daily hook reviewer has said that Epstein's work is a watershed 
book 77 which has r.ade it respectable to doubt the Coonission's findings. 

This respectability effect has been enhanced by Life cagaziae ' s 25 Hoveai- 
ber 1966* issue, which contains an assertion that there is a reasonable 
doubt, " as veil as a repuolication of frames froa the Zapruder film (owned 
by Life', and an interview with Covernor Connally, who repeats his belief 
that he was not struck by the same bullet that struck President Kennedy. 

(Connally does hot, however, agree that there should be another investiga- 
tion.) F.putcin himself has published a new article in the December 19oo 
issue of - bguiru , in which he explains away objections to hin booh. A 
copy of tin early critique of Epstein's views by Fletcher Knebel, published 
in Look, l 2 July 1966, and an unclassified, unofficial analysis (by 
"Spectator") are attached to this dispatch, dealing with specific ques- 
tions raised by Epstein. 

7. Here it should be pointed out that Epstein's competence in research 
has been greatly exaggerated. Some illustrations are ^ given in the Fletcher 
Knebel article. As a further specimen, Epstein's boon refers (pp. 93-5) 
a cropped-dovn picture of a heavy-set man taken in Mexico City, saying t a 
the Central Intelligence Agency gave it to the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion on 18 November 19o3, and that the Bureau in turn forwarded it to its 
Dallas office. Actually, affidavits in the published Warren material (vol. 
yt pp I16O-7O) show that CIA turned the picture over to the FBI on2£ 'Jo- 
bber 1963. (As a natter of interest, Mark Lane's Rush to Jud g m ent claims 
that the photo was furnished by CIA on the mrning of 22 November; 

the fact is that the FBI flew the photo directly from Mexico City 
to Dallas immediately after Oswald’s arrest., before Oswald s picture had 
been published, on the"^ce it might be Oswald. The reason the photo was 
cropped was that the background revealed the place where it was taken.) An- 
other example: where Epstein reports (p. >‘l) that a Secret Service inter- 

view report was even vithheld from the National Archives, t is is un rue. 
an Archives staff member told one of our officers that Epstein came there 
and asked for the memorandum. He was told that it was there, but was classi- 
fied. Indeed, the Archives then notified the Secret Service that there had 
been a request for the document, and the Secret Service declassified it. But 
by that time, Epstein (whose preface gives the impression or prolonged arri- 
val research) had chosen to finish his searches in the Archives, which had 
only lasted two days, and had left town. Yet Epstein charges that the Com- 
mission was over-hasty in its work. 

6 Aside from such failures in research, Epstein and other intellectual 
critics show symptoms of some of the love of theorizing and lack of comm on 
str.se and experience displayed by Richard H. Popkin. the author of The Seco g 
Oswald. Because Oswald was reported to have been seen in different P la =” a 
the same time, a phenomenon not surprising in a sensational cas ' “^re thou- 
sands of real or alleged witnesses were interviewed, lopkin, n 
philosophv, theorizes that there actually were two Oswalds. At ^is point, 
theorizing becomes sort of logico-mathematical game, an exercise in permutations 
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• • . lim c c— *'3<on attorney Arlon Specter remarked, "Why not 
three Oswalds?* try stop at two?" nevertheless, wide from his 

* V p OQ .. in has b AA n able to oublish a sugary of his views m i..e K ._ 

:' R o I S and there has been replay in the French £uvel 

,ork He.u./ ot _ t , and in Baku's Vvshka . Popfcm ma-tes 

a L s e n s a t fonal Accusation ^dxr^ , saying that "Western European 

tSbltable e to K >rSa^ Aen $ ( ^rAorA * " 

“«±S M s* ~ 

to prove her point ; she merely insinuates it. Protab.y .he md.rect ion 
of accusation is due to fear of a libel suit. 

9. other books are yet to appear. William Manchester’s not-yet- 
publi shed fhe Death o- a President is at this vritin^, being P 
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10. The likelihood of further rriticir.a is «nhane«d **^*2“^ 

stance that Communist r ronayand-i nt n n ~ " ’ -* . Uoscw's 

Q'-r. campaign to discredit the Warren °“"W ' p kin (21 and 28 Sep- 

liew Times reprinted parts of an artic * e g iti o n of joesteo'r. latest 

tember i960 issues), and it also gare ... ~ - g6 October. Izvestiya 

vork an extended, laudatory review in * 0 /l8 and 21 October. Un 

hes also publicized Joesten s book m articles or , ten ^ his 

view of this publicity and the Communist '® aistence on pinning the blame 
American publisher, together vi JOes . the pm and CIA, there 

on such favorite Communist targets as Hi. ^Exploitation Ire part 
seems reason to suspect that Joes en * i' “ reporting on 5 November 
of a planned Soviet propaganda operation . > V es , said that 

on the deposit of autopsy pho °8™P - h the d i sa ppearance of a 

the re funol to gi ve vlde P“ tllc f CC ?** * o" more than 10 people, all 

number of documents, and the mysterious death of^or. * a con _ 

make many Americans believe henne y ^ Warsa ., use d the anniversary 

spiracy. The radio .ransmi t * renort The Bulgarian press con- 

of the assassination to attackthe ar • half ^ October; a Creek 

ducted a campaign on the subject in • CIA on 20 Hovenber. Signi- 

S‘it5'.r«Ei*’.Sp--«i *"«*••*» vlth * 



u 



(Survey Cont.) 




5 



(Survey) 



